The Media Revolution in America and Western Europe by Robinson, Gertrude J
8 4 BOOK REVIEWS 
I n  1981, Dan Nimmo and Keith Sanders chronicled the evolution 
o f  political communication over the previous quarter-century for  
Handbook o f  Political Communication, i tsel f  a milestone and testimony 
to tha t  evolution. They recounted the extent  to which the inchoate, 
interdisc ip l inary beginnings sol idif ied in to  a d ist inct ive scholarly 
field, b u t  then saw fit to  pronounce the f ield as st i l l  i n  i t s  infancy. 
It is th is assessment that ult imately describes Paletz's attempt to 
present " innovative and provocative" research. The book succeeds, 
b y  and large, i n  i t s  research purpose; but ,  the pieces also leave one 
wi th the dist inct  feeling tha t  as footprints i n  the f ield, they t ra i l  o f f  
i n  too many directions and c r y  out  fo r  a greater sense o f  un i ty .  
Reviewed by :  Ak i ra  lchikawa 
Univers i ty  o f  Lethbridge 
Rogers, Everet t  M., and Francis Balle, eds. 
The Media Revolution in America and Western Europe 
Norwood, New Jersey: Ablex Publishing Company, 1985. 
This wide-ranging and informative volume has two purposes, 
according to  i t s  editors, ( I n t r o  XI ) .  They are: To familiarize Nor th  
American communication researchers w i th  European work; and to 
f u r the r  the intellectual merger o f  empirical and cr i t ical  approaches to 
communication studies. While these are admirable goals, the volume 
contributes to the former, b u t  it not  as convincing i n  championing the 
latter. It seems safer to assume wi th  Steven Chaffee and John 
Hochheimer that  "empirical research f indings need to  be interpreted i n  
the context  o f  the historical time and place i n  which the data were 
gathered," (290). and these social contexts remain vast ly  d i f fe rent  i n  
Canada, the United States and Europe. 
The book is  d iv ided in to  three parts:  I. The Changing Nature 
o f  the Mass Media i n  Europe and America; 1 1 .  The New Worlds o f  the 
Mass Media; and Ill. European and American Approaches to 
Communication Research. Each section contains a var iety o f  art icles 
b y  an equal number o f  wr i te rs  from both sides o f  the Atlantic. I n  
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I i tse l f ,  t h i s  i s  an unusual  enterpr ise,  and  t he  edi tors deserve 
congratulat ions. 
In t he  section comparing t he  mass media systems o f  t h e  two 
areas, valuable ar t ic les b y  Claude-Jean Ber t rand IMigue l  Urabayen 
(Par is IMadr id)  compare, "European Mass Media in the  1980's" w i t h  
those in the  Uni ted States ( 6 rad ley  Greenberg) .  These ar t ic les a re  
pa r t i cu l a r l y  usefu l  because t hey  p rov i de  up-to-date s tat is t ics and  
t r e n d  tables which otherwise a re  d i f f i cu l t  t o  f ind.  Contr ibut ions b y  
H. Bre i t rose  and  F. Balle ra ise questions about t he  communications 
revo lu t ion  resu l t ing  f rom the  new technologies and  the  implications o f  
"broadcast channel abundance" f o r  audiences and  regu la to ry  
mechanisms. 
Pa r t  I I ,  cover ing the  "New Worlds o f  t he  Mass Media," contains 
s ix  ar t ic les o f  v a r y i n g  leng th  and  qual i ty .  Most in te res t ing  a re  two 
con t r ibu t ions ,  inc lud ing  Jacque El lul 's "Preconceived Ideas About  
Mediated I n f ~ r m a t i o n . ~ '  E l lu l  debunks  e i gh t  s tandard  assumptions, 
such as " information i s  power," and  shows t h a t  more available 
technologies per d o  n o t  ameliorate in format ion inequal i t ies in 
society. Rogers/Picot ls "Impact o f  New Communication Technologies1' 
in turn proposes f i ve  assessments c r i t e r i a  t o  subs t i tu te  f o r  the  o ld  
non-ref lex ive models f o r  assuming systems iden t i t y ,  and  a rgues  t h a t  
s t r uc tu ra l  d i f ferences such as unequal  t r ade  relat ionships, a id  
dependence and in ternat ional  power pol i t ics  skew t he  ways i n  which 
new technologies are embedded in developing countr ies. 
The  book's most substant ia l  t h i r d  sect ion is concerned w i t h  t he  
in te res t ing  topic o f  European and  American Approaches t o  
Communication Research. I t s  seven art ic les, many o f  which have 
appeared i n  ear l ier  form i n  the  Journal  o f  Communication, 1983, 
"Ferment in the Field" issue, ra ise questions about  the  intel lectual 
roots o f  ou r  discipl ine, and  the  European con t r ibu t ions  t o  these 
roots. I t  i s  p robab ly  simplist ic t o  argue,  as some o f  the  ar t ic les 
imply, t ha t  the  empir ical t rad i t ion  i s  p r imar i l y  found  in the  Un i ted  
States, and  the  cr i t ica l -Marx is t  one in Europe. Blumlerls "European- 
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American Di f ferences in Communication Research" and  Roger's 
"Empir ical and  Cr i t i ca l  Schools o f  Communicat ions'~ suggest  o ther  
temporal and  social d i f ferences between t he  two  cont inent ,  and  notes 
t he  in f luence on  c r i t i ca l  research o f  t he  F r a n k f u r t  Ins t i tu te ,  which 
sought  shel ter  in t he  Uni ted States d u r i n g  WWII. Most in te res t ing  in 
t h i s  sect ion i s  the  ChaffeeIHochheimer piece which t races the  
beginnings o f  pol i t ica l  communications research in t he  U.S. It 
focuses on the  o r i g i n  o f  the  " l imited ef fects  model1' i n  Lazarsfeld's 
Columbia vo t i ng  studies in t he  1950s and  1960s. T h i s  care fu l  
h is tor ica l  s t u d y  documents how assumptions about  the  pol i t ica l  process 
made in t he  1950s were uncr i t i ca l l y  t r ans fe r red  t o  la ter  periods, b y  
wh ich  t ime television had  t ransformed pol i t ica l  debate. 
Th ree  o ther  ar t ic les b y  Osmo Wiio (F in land) ,  Ka r l  E r i k  
Rosengren (Sweden), and  Rogers Bal le (France) ,  a rgue  t ha t  a 
convergence between the  empir ical and  c r i t i ca l  approaches i s  possible. 
T h i s  rev iewer i s  n o t  so sure  whether  t h i s  i s  n o t  an i l lusion, because 
the  terms o f  reference o f  the  debate a re  framed d i f f e ren t l y  in No r t h  
American a n d  European communication research. Rosengren's 
llCommunication Research One Paradigm o r  Four?"  is p robab ly  the  
most methodologically sophist icated argument  f o r  convergence made in 
the  volume. His argument, however, h inges on  accepting 
Burre l l /Morganls t ypo logy  o f  schools o f  sociology. Though t h i s  
t ypo logy  i s  possib ly  a good s t a r t i ng  po in t  f o r  theoret ical comparisons, 
i t s  13 dimensions do n o t  adequately re f lec t  t he  fundamental 
epistemological assumptions mot ivat ing the  var ious  "cr i t ica l "  
approaches (L i t t le john,  1983). The  o ther  papers a rgue  a less 
controvers ia l  po int ,  e.g. the fact  t ha t  d i f f e ren t  research t rad i t ions  
can learn f rom each other .  T h i s  i s  a po in t  which i s  hope fu l l y  
embraced b y  a l l  communications researchers in the  course o f  r e f i n i ng  
t ha t  theoret ical and  methodological t rad i t ions  in t h e i r  own countr ies. 
Canadian research, which extended t he  l nn i s  t rad i t ion  t o  i l luminate 
c u r r e n t  issues, i s  a case in points, (Melody, Salter,  Heyer, 1981). 
T o  summarize, the  Rogers/Bal le volume is  a v e r y  usefu l  
col lect ion o f  essays f o r  senior undergraduate  and  g raduate  courses in 
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international communications and methodology. It furthermore begins 
to shed l i gh t  on  such issues as the cross-Atlantic transfer and 
modifications o f  communications research tradit ions (Robinson, 
forthcoming 1987). I n  defiance o f  the well-entrenched notions that  
the United States tradit ions emerged " fu l l  bloom" from the fecund 
minds o f  American practi t ioners, the emerging h is tory  o f  ideas o f  our  
f ield demonstrates that  North American communication studies have 
the i r  beginnings a t  the t u r n  o f  the century  in  Chicago, benefit t ing 
from European scholarship. Europeans in tu rn ,  resid ing i n  Germany, 
France and Br i ta in,  have dispatched scholars to our  shores, o r  
corresponded wi th North Americans, i n  a l l  periods and incorporated 
these understandings into the i r  own work. Important names whose 
influences need to  be assessed are Hendr ik de Man, Max Weber, 
A l f red  Schutz, Ludwig Wittgensein. And there are others who have 
been inf luential i n  developing the discipl ine on both sides o f  the 
Atlantic (Dance, 1982). 
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